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Contra Costa 
Central Labor Council 4 
peor Costa County \ The COLAB Executive Committee supports SCA 46. 
sh at, Aenean COLAB has long urged that the inequity created by 
Equipment Dealers Proposition 13 provisions calling for reassessment 


Operating EngineersLocalNo.3 On sale and assessment of new construction be elim- 


ante dori IES aby inateds yaindeed, the Californra Supreme Gourt. (in 
Plumbing, Heating, Piping upholding the Constitutionality of Proposition 13) 


Employers Council ‘ : ° ‘ ; i 
Se ee ea ik Fy was principally bothered by this unfair provision 


Drevargotne Contac which rewarded people who stayed put and punished 
Association - East Bay those who moved by imposing higher taxes. We 
assume that the Supreme Court expected that the 
people of California would recognize the inequity and would 
vote to change it given the opportunity. SCA 46 provides this 
opportunity and should be passed. 5 


We know that some who oppose growth might also oppose 
SCA 46. We believe that this position is irresponsible. Sim- 
ply put, we see no justification whatsoever for like property 
to be taxed differently solely because one property is recent- 
ly sold or newly constructed. The shortage of affordable hous- 
ing invCalarornia and the plight of the construction industry 
should not be ignored by allowing the assessment inequities 
contained in Proposition 13 to continue. 


COLAB also recognizes that the passage of Proposition 
13 cut local government back severely and that the passage 
of SCA 46 does not help the situation. It is our opinion 
that this is not a good reason to retain the inequitable or 
socially damaging reassessment practices contained in Prop- 
osition 13 as originally passed. 


We believe that alternative sources of funding (other 
than the property tax) can and will be found to help local 
government respond to the effects of Proposition 13. 


Above all, we believe that the people of California 
should be given a choice by allowing SCA 46 to go on the 
baliot. 


ec: Colab Members 


Note: SCA 46 has cleared the Senate and is scheduled for the 
floor of the Assembly in early June. 
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